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■ e blamed written in 1957 by the CIA’s Commission report on the 

■ failure .■ of. ’inspector general: i ■ , .. CIA. called these memos 

“Precautions must . be “reprimands.” But the Sem; 

taken not only to protect op- -ate- committee ' found -that 


t ■ ■ ' §§ ~ .. • • \ 

By William Chapman ; -troL For years, 'the agency, form- either Helms , or. -Wis ; 
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The 

Agency 1 

use 1 *?® other drugs test their responses. memos criticizing- hothtUie. 

on unsuspecting subjects for '“It" was deemed iihpera- ' ’official who conducted the 
years after it knew that the tivethat these programs -be - experiment, afidithe one who 
practice violated federal law concealed from the Ameri- approved.it, accusing them 

and individual rights, the can people,” the committee of 'ignoring medical" safe- 

Senate intelligence commit- concluded, quoting the- fol- guards.' 

tee concluded yesterday. ' lowing lines from a - memo '.. Lari year, the Rockefeller 

The committee r- -.- — .- - — r- .a . 

the CIA for 

leadership control in permit- 
ting drug tests on unsus : ... 

pecting people to continue erations from exposure to the two officials were ’ told 

for 10 -years after they had enemy forces . but . also . to the notes were , not repri- 

caused at least one suicide. conceal, these activities from mands and that no adverse 
Even those responsible for the American public in gen- notations were ’being- made 

the death of Frank Olson, eral. The knowledge that in their personnel files. -i 

who took LSD unwittingly, the Agency, is engaging in The-committee was partic- 

were never reprimanded as ' unethical and illicit activi- - ularly - critical of the ;'de- : 
the Rockefeller Commission ties would have serious re- struction in 1973 of practi- 

report on the CIA had as- percussions in political and cally all of the documents 

serted last year, the commit- . diplomatic circles and would describing a program — code- 

tee said. ' be detrimental .to the accom- named MK/ULTRA — that 

The committee’s final re- ' plishment of its mission.” embraced most of. the. chem- 
port on foreign intelligence . The committee noted . ir- ical-testing projects, 
cites several examples of a regularities in CIA internal Helms approved destroy- 

lack of internal control over . control both before . and af- ing the documents at the" re- 

the drug experiments, which ter the death of Olson, who quest of Sidney - Gottlieb, 

were described as “un- leaped from a Xew York ho- . who was director - of -.the-- 
ethical, and ^illicit” in an tel window g few : days rafter , ^Technical Services 'Division^, 
agency , official’s rnemor.an- a CIA- official had put 70 mi- and the man who supervised 
dum written in 1957 — six : ■ ernerams nf T.stn u;- ,i : * • ...... , ... 


durhy written in 1957 — six "aerograms of LSD in 'his . the experiment in which 01- 
years before the tests were glass: of Cointreau in -No- son died, the Senate report ’ 
halted. vember, 1953. said 
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The report cited instances 
in which a . CIA director was ■ 
not briefed bn the LSD ex- 
periments, direct instruc- ■ 
tions by high-level, officials 
were ignored, , and docu- 
ments were destroyed in an 
unusual fashion that buried - 
forever details of LSD tests. 


Six months before Olson’s Helms told the committee 
death, Richard Helms, then in secret session last Sep- 
an assistant director in the tember that he agreed to' 
agency, described LSD as the destruction partly be- 

“dynamite” and instructed, cause non-CIA personnel 
aides that he was to be in- ', had been a involved, 
formed when it was used on . . Since the program was 
a subject. over an( j finished and done 

™ , . Simultaneously,, another, with, we thought we would 

The CIA began to experi- official, Frank Wisner, in- just get rid of the files as 

ment with LSD and other structed the chemical test- well^so that anybody .who 

chemicals in the early 1950s, mg staff to ,use LSD only on assisted us in the past would 

his personal approval. How- not be subject to foDow up 
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■ intending to use them in in- 



